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Before WLKINS, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Appel l ants were convicted of various charges stenmm ng from
their respective roles in a conspiracy to distribute crack cocai ne
and marijuana. See 21 U.S.C. 8§ 2 (1994); 21 U.S.C. 8§ 841(a)(1),
846 (1994). In addition, several Appellants were convicted of
firearns charges related to the drug conspiracy. See 18 U S.C A
8 922(g) (1) (West Supp. 1998); 18 U.S.C. A 8 924(c)(1) (West Supp.
1998). For his role as the | eader of the conspiracy, Marty Lorenzo
Wight also was convicted of conducting a continuing crimna
enterprise (CCE). See 21 U.S.C. 8§ 848(a) & (c) (1994). Finding no
nmerit to any of Appellants’ assignnents of error, we affirmtheir
convictions. W dispense with oral argument because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the Court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



